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Response to Amendment 

1. This office action is responsive to the amendment filed on December 20 th , 2006. 
Claims 1-13 are presented for the further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The amended claim now recites the limitation 
of "an internet network enabling the system automatically navigate to and retrieve and 
aggregate data specific to a person from one or more other sites..." However the 
disclosure discussed about initiating data request automatically, there are no supports 
in specification about automatically navigation. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Analysis of Claims 

5. Applicant argues that claims are given much broader scope, however, applicant 
fails to show any persuasive evidence that fails to show why claims should not be given 
broadest reasonable interpretation. In data network communication, It is well known in 
one ordinary skilled in the art to retrieve email from their server using a Local Area 
Network or Wide Area Network and to send a notification to notification system 
connected to the Internet retrieving data specific to a users or clients. Examiner 
respectfully reminds applicant that according to MPEP, see section 904.01, "The 
breadth of the claims in the application should always be carefully noted; that is, the 
examiner should be fully aware of what the claims do not call for, as well as what they 
do require. During patent examination, the claims are given the broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification. See In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 44 
USPQ2d 1023 (Fed. Cir. 1997). See MPEP § 2111 -§ 2116.01 for case law pertinent 
to claim analysis." Therefore, all claims are given a broadest reasonable interpretation. 

6. Applicant argues that examiner interpretation retrieving the message is inherently 
present in receiving a forwarding e-mail message. In order to forward the email 
messages from previously received email message from plurality of email messages, 
one must receive an email messages from the plurality of message subscriber first, and 
then locate which messages needed to forward from the plurality of email messages. 
Examiner respectfully reminds applicant that according to MPEP, see section 904.01, 
"The breadth of the claims in the application should always be carefully noted; that is, 
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the examiner should be fully aware of what the claims do not call for, as well as what 
they do require. During patent examination, the claims are given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification. See In re Morris, 127 F.3d 
1048,44 USPQ2d 1023 (Fed. Cir. 1997). See MPEP § 21 1 1 - § 21 16.01 for case law 
pertinent to claim analysis." Therefore, all claims are given a broadest reasonable 
interpretation. Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Zahariev, U.S. Patent Number 6,035,104 (hereinafter Zahariev). Although the claims 
are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 
1993). 
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As per claim 1, Zahariev discloses an a site connected to the Internet 
network [see Figure 3] retrieving and aggregate data [data messages] specific to 
a person [user's and client's workstation] from one or more other sites (see 
column 1, lines 25-30 and 45-50; column 2, line 34- column 4, Iine41; examiner 
consider using communication LAN, WAN, to retrieving records [email message] 
of communication events [email] of customer [particular client or user] as an a 
site connected to the Internet network retrieving and aggregate data specific to a 
person from one or more other sites); and an input component for the person to 
specify to the site the person-specific data [email message] to be monitored and 
a condition for notification [alert] (see column 1, lines 25-30 and 45-50; column 2, 
line 34- column 4, Iine41; examiner consider customer information and records 
as an input component for the person to specify to the site the person-specific 
data to be monitored and a condition for notification); wherein the site [Mail Alert 
ISP] notifies the person of a change by sending a notification [see Figure 1a-b] to 
the person that meets the condition for notification (see column 5, lines 5-48, 
examiner considers Mail Alert system adapted to alert a subscriber by sending a 
message to the subscriber's pager as the sites notifies the person of change by 
sending a notification to the person). 

As per claim 2, Zahariev discloses the condition for notification comprises 
data changes at two or more sites (see column 2, lines 31-34, examiner consider 
agent notifying to an appropriate agent inherently discloses data changes at two 
or more sites). 
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As per claim 3, Zahariev discloses a user-amendable time function to 
control frequency of access by the site aggregating data to the other sites (see 
column 5, lines 40-50, examiner consider communication software automatically 
sending time-sensitive notification inherently discloses a user-amendable time 
function to control frequency of access by the site aggregating data to the other 
sites). 

As per claim 4, Zahariev discloses the notification is sent via the Internet 
network to an Internet-connected device (see column 5, lines 55-57, examiner 
consider using an E-mail, Fax, l-phone, Voicemail and other tracking media to 
send notification in communication network as the notification is sent via the 
Internet network to an Internet-connected device). 

As per claim 5, Zahariev discloses the notification includes specific data 
gathered from the other sites (see column 2, lines 1-7, examiner consider client's 
activity updated records, reminder considering their pending task, database 
manager to manage their information, etc. as the notification includes an specific 
data gathered from the other sites). 

As per claim 6, Zahariev discloses the notification is sent by a wireless 
network to a device compatible with, the wireless network but incapable of 
Internet connection (see column 10, lines 16-20, examiner consider using a 
wireless system such as beeper and mobile units to send notification as the 
notification is sent by a wireless network to a device compatible with, the wireless 
network but incapable of Internet connection). 
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As per claim 7, Zahariev discloses the device is one of a cell telephone, a 
pager, or a hand-held computing device (see column 10, lines 16-20, examiner 
consider using a wireless system such as beeper and mobile units to send 
notification as the device is one of a cell telephone, a pager, or a hand-held 
computing device). 

As per claim 8, Zahariev discloses a method of (a) accepting at an 
Internet-connected aggregation site input [Abstract, subscriber supplied email 
address] from the person specifying data to be monitored [email] and a condition 
for notification [subscriber supplied characteristics to be compared] (Abstract, 
see column 1, lines 25-30 and 45-50; column 2, line 34 - column .4, line 41; 
examiner consider customer information and records as accepting at an internet- 
connected aggregation site input from the person specifying data to be monitored 
and a condition for notification): and b) retrieving and aggregating data for the 
person at the aggregation site (see column 1, lines 25-30 and 45-50; column 2, 
line 34- column 4, Iine41; examiner consider using communication LAN, WAN, 
to retrieving records of communication events of customer as retrieving and 
aggregate data specific for the person at the aggregation sites): and(c) providing 
a notification to the person for a change in the retrieved data that meets the 
condition for notification (see column 5, lines 5-48, examiner considers Mail Alert 
system adapted to alert a subscriber by sending a message to the subscriber's 
pager as the sites notifies the person of change by sending a notification to the 
person). 
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As per claims 9-13, claims 9-13 are method of claims 3-7. They do not 
teach or further define over the limitations recited in claim 3-7. Therefore, claim 
9-13 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 3-7, supra. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saket K. Daftuar whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8363. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm M-W. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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